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  THE PROBLEM 























































































  A CONTINUUM OF ACTIVITIES ADDRESSING 
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  RESULTS FROM PROGRAMS THAT FOCUS ON 
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  ECONOMIC BENEFITS FOR STATE AND  
LOCAL ECONOMIES  




































































APPENDIX A  








PARTICIPANTS FUNDING STRUCTURE 
DEPARTMENT 
AND AGENCY 








average monthly  
recipients in FFY 
2008 
100% federal funding of benefits; state 
share just over half the costs of 
administration and outreach aspects of the 
program; federal funds provide the majority 
of employment and training dollars 





Automatic eligibility if recipient is on TANF, SSI 
and State General Assistance Programs.  
Federal Net and Gross income limits:  Gross 
income can not exceed 130% of FPL (in 
households without disabled or elderly).  States 







average of 2 
million 
households 
assisted in 2008 
State and local housing agencies generally 
are eligible for funding equal to the cost of 
their vouchers in the previous year, adjusted 
for inflation. Discretionary funding; in years 
when the appropriation is inadequate, 
housing agencies receive a prorated share 
of the amount for which they are eligible. 
Department of 
Housing and Urban 
Development; Office 
of Public and Indian 
Housing 
A household's income must be below 80% of the 
local median at the time it enters the program.  At 
least 75% of households entering the program 
must have income below 30% of the local median 







in FFY 2008 
3.99 million 
average monthly  
recipients in FFY 
2008 
Primarily, basic block grants ($16.5 billion) 
granted to the state. However, states are 
required to spend a certain amount of their 
own money (maintenance of effort, or MOE 
funds); the share of state to federal 
spending varies across states. Nationally in 
2006, the federal portion was 57.7%. 
Department of 




Families; Office of 
Family Assistance 
Income eligibility limits vary by state 
Medicaid $190.1 billion 
in FFY 2007 
49.1 million 
people in FFY 
2007 
Jointly financed between the federal 
government and states, using a formula 
matching rate that varies by state.   The 
federal share is at least 50% in each state, 
and nationally the federal government 
finances 57% of Medicaid spending (2005). 
Department of 
Health and Human 
Services; Centers 
for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services 
States have some discretion in determining which 
groups their programs cover and the financial 
criteria for Medicaid eligibility. To be eligible for 
Federal funds, states are required to provide 
coverage for most people who get federally 
assisted income maintenance payments, as well 













Federal and state governments share 
financing; CHIP provides a capped amount 
of funds to States, available on a matching 
basis, based on the Medicaid matching rate; 
however the federal government contributes 
more towards the coverage of SCHIP 
expenditures than Medicaid expenditures. 
Department of 
Health and Human 
Services; Centers 
for Medicare and 
Medicaid Services 
Varies by state however most states offer CHIP 
to children in families whose income is at or 






22.4 million tax 
returns in 2006 
Refundable tax credit provided directly to 




Based on earnings, the number of children, and 
marital status. The credit phases out at higher 
income levels.  For example, to qualify in tax year 
2007, adjusted gross income must be less than: 













Block grant to states; as well as a 
leveraging incentive program, a competitive 
grant program (REACH), and contingency 
funds for emergencies. 
Department of 




Families, Office of 
Community 
Services 
Eligible household's income must not exceed the 
greater of 150% of the poverty level or 60% of the 
State median income (In FFY 2009, the state 
median income limit was raised to 75%). Also, 
grantees may not set income eligibility standards 
below 110% of the poverty level, though they can 
give priority to those households with the highest 















average monthly  
children in FFY 
2007 
Block grant with funding ceiling:  100% 
Federal funding for discretionary funds and 
part of mandatory funding; balance of funds 
shared between states and federal 
government at the states' Medicaid match 
rate 
Department of 




Families; Office of 
Family Assistance 
Federal maximum of 85% of state median income 
Head Start $6.888 billion 
in FFY 2007 
908,412  
children for FFY 
2007 
Discretionary funding granted directly to 
local programs; funded at 80% Federal 
funding 
Department of 




Families; Office of 
Head Start 
Federal Poverty Limit generally; however starting 
in 2008, programs now have an option to serve a 
portion of their slots with children from homes up 
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